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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5, 7, 15, 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Freeman et al. (US 6,519,539) in view of Werth et al. (US 
4,931,947). 

Regarding Claims 1 and 17, Freeman et al. disclose in Figure 1,an 
electrochemical system comprising a plurality of cells (90, Column 5, lines 31- 
32); a measuring device (120,130) including a plurality of inputs connected 
across the plurality of cells to generate voltage and current signals indicative of 
voltage and current characteristics of the plurality of cells (Column 5, lines 52- 
56); a current supply/draw means (100) for superimposing modulated current 
values through the plurality of cells (Column 5, lines 47-51, Column 3, lines 65- 
67, Column 4, lines 38-32) and, a controller (10, 20) for controlling at least one 
system, operating condition based on the voltage and current characteristics 
received from the measuring device, the controller being connected to the 
measuring device ( Column 5, lines 45-47), wherein the at least one system 
operation condition comprises at least one of temperature, humidity, and 
reactant flow rates, within the electrochemical system (Column 4, lines 43-61, 
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Column 6, lines 35-65). Freeman et al. do not disclose explicitly, a load 
powered by the plurality of cells and the load is connected to the plurality of 
cells in parallel with the current supply/draw means. However, Werth et al. 
disclose in Figure 1, load (16) powered by the plurality of cells (10) and the 
load is connected to the plurality of cells in parallel with the current supply/draw 
means (Column 4, lines 16-20, noted also that the electrical circuit or wire 
which served as a connection means for the fuel cell and the load can be 
considered as a current supply means for the load device since it provides 
operating power to the load). It would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to connect a load in parallel 
with the fuel cell as taught by Werth et al. in Freeman et. al. apparatus in order 
to power a load with a fuel cell along with another alternative energy source to 
meet the load demand in a most efficient manner. 

Regarding Claim 2, Freeman et al. disclose in Figure 1,the current 
supply/draw means comprises a modulator (50, Column 5, lines 52-56). 

Regarding Claim 3, Freeman et al. disclose, the modulator is an 
integral part of the controller (Column 5, lines 52-56). 

Regarding Claim 4, Freeman et al. disclose in Figures 1, the 
plurality of inputs are connected across individual cells in the plurality of cells 
and the modulator is operable to superimpose modulated current values 
through the individual cells (Column 5, lines 31-56). 

Regarding Claim 5, Freeman et al. disclose in Figure 1, the 
controller is operable to control, in real time, the at least one system operating 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/771 , 1 52 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2838 

condition based on the voltage and current characteristics received from the 
measuring device (Column 6, lines 46-56)) 

Regarding Claims 7 and 19, Freeman et al. disclose the modulator is 
arranged to superimpose the modulated current values in burst time periods 
for high frequency resistance measurement, with time periods between burst 
time periods of no superimposition of modulated current values (Column 6, 
lines 1-33). 

Regarding Claim 15, Freeman et al. disclose in Figure 1, wherein the 
controller includes an input (60), connectable to a computing device (20) for 
supply of control signals for controlling the controller. 

Regarding Claim 18, Freeman et al. disclose a method (a) comprises 
superimposing the modulated current values across individual cells in the 
plurality of cells; and step (b) comprises drawing current from the individual 
cells to generate voltage and current signals indicative of voltage and current 
characteristics of the individual cells (Column 2, lines 31-56) 

Regarding Claim 20, Freeman et al. disclose wherein step (a) 
comprises controlling the superimposing to provide a series of set interference 
conditions, and measuring, for each interference condition, at least some of the 
voltage and current characteristics of the electrochemical device (Column 6, 
lines 46-65). 

Regarding Claim 21, Freeman et al. disclose, a method wherein step 
(a) comprises varying a frequency of the superimposed current values; step (b) 
comprises generating the voltage and current signals at selected frequencies 
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for the superimposed modulated current values, and determining from the 
voltage and current signals a plurality of real and imaginary components of the 
impedance of the individual cells; and, step (c) comprises controlling the at 
least one system operating condition based on the plurality of real and 
imaginary components of the impedance of the individual cells ( Column 3, 
lines 57-67, Column 4, lines 1-39). 

3. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Freeman et al. in view of Werth et al. (US 4,931,947) al as applied to claim 2 
above, and further in view of Dunn et al (US 6,239,579). 

Regarding Claim 6, neither Freeman et al. nor Werth et al. disclose the 
controller is operable to alert an operator based on alarm conditions determined 
from the voltage and current characteristics received from the measuring 
device. However, Dunn et al. disclose a controller is operable to alert an 
operator based on alarm conditions determined from the voltage and current 
characteristics received from the measuring device (Column 7, lines 18). It 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify Freeman et al device and add a monitoring circuit as 
taught by Dunn et al. in order to effectively monitor battery status. 

4. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Freeman et al. in view of Werth et al. (US 4,931 ,947) al as applied to claim 
2, and further in view of Stader et al. (US 4,916,734). 

Regarding Claim 8, Freeman et al. disclose in Figure 1, the measuring 
device provides a plurality of primary channels (120,130) for the measured 
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voltage (120) and current signals (130), there being one channel for the 
voltage across each cell. However, neither Freeman et al. nor Werth et. al. 
disclose the measuring device includes a splitter for separating out at least the 
DC components of the voltages across the individual cells from the primary 
channels, the splitter having first channels as outputs for the DC components 
Stader et a. disclose in Figures 1 and 2, the measuring device includes a 
splitter for separating out at least the DC components of the voltages across 
the individual cells from the primary channels, the splitter having first channels 
as outputs for the DC (Column 2, lines 19-68). It would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add an AC 
and DC current separating means circuit as taught by Stader et al. in order to 
measure only the desired signal of interest. 

Regarding Claim 9, Freeman et al. disclose in Figure 1, wherein the 
splitter includes second channels (130) as outputs for the AC components of 
the voltages across the individual cells. 
5. Claims 10-13 and 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over unpatentable over Freeman et al. in view of Werth et al. (US 
4,931 ,947) and in view of Stader et al. as applied to claim 8 above, and further in 
view of Bisher (US 5,416,416). 

Regarding Claims 10 and 23, Freeman et al., Werth et al. and Stader et al. 
don't disclose explicitly, an analog multiplexer connected to at least the first 
channels from the channel splitter, wherein a multiplexer control line is 
connected between the controller and the analog multiplexer for controlling the 
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analog multiplexer to switch sequentially between at least the first channels. 
However, Bisher discloses in Figure 9 an analog multiplexer (357) connected to 
at least the first channels from the channel splitter, wherein a multiplexer control 
line is connected between the controller and the analog multiplexer for 
controlling the analog multiplexer to switch sequentially between at least the first 
channels. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to add a multiplexer in Freeman et al. device as 
taught by Bisher in order to obtain the desired signal of interest. 

Regarding Claim 11, Freeman et al. disclose, a first analog to digital 
converter (70) connected to the output of the analog multiplexer, a voltage data 
bus (60, ch1) connected between the first analog to digital converter and the 
controller and an analog to digital control line connected between the controller 
and the first analog to digital converter for control thereof (Column 5, lines 57- 
67) 

Regarding Claim 12, Freeman et al. disclose, a current sensing device (110) is 
provided connected in series with the individual cells for measuring the current, 
wherein the current sensing device is connected to the controller (130). 

Regarding Claim 13, Freeman et al. disclose, the current sensing 
device (110) are connected to a current amplifier (130) and wherein the current 
amplifier has an output for a current measurement signal connected to the 
controller (ch2). 

Regarding Claim 22, Freeman et al. disclose, wherein step (b) comprises 
connecting inputs of a plurality of differential amplifiers across individual cells of 
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the electrochemical device, measuring the voltage and current of the cells with 
the plurality of differential amplifiers to generate the voltage and current signals. 
Freeman et. al. do not disclose explicitly, supplying the voltage and current 
signals to a multiplexer and operating the multiplexer to sequentially supply the 
voltage and current signals to a controller for performing step (c). Bisher 
discloses supplying the voltage and current signals to a multiplexer and 
operating the multiplexer to sequentially supply the voltage and current signals 
to a controller for performing step (c) (see claims 10 and 23 rejection above). 

Regarding Claim 24, Freeman et al. disclose, providing a current sensing 
device (130) connected in series with the cells for measuring the current 
through the load, measuring the voltage across the current sensing device to 
determine the current through the Load and thereby generating a current 
measurement signal, and supplying the current measurement signal to the 
controller (ch2). 

Regarding Claim 25, Freeman et al. disclose, converting the current 
measurement signal to a digital current measurement signal, and supplying the 
digital current measurement signal to the controller (Column 4, lines 57-67). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim03/1 0/2006 have been 
considered but are not persuasive. 

7. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
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established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce 
the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to 
do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 
(Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Werth et. al. disclose in Figure 1, and Col. 2, lines 
55-63, and Col 3, lines 8-14, 18-20 and 38-41, that the fuel cell can be connected 
in parallel with a load in order to energize the load with rated power output, and 
to protect the main power source such as battery from battery-run down and 
extends battery life. 

Applicant is arguing that no teaching or suggestion in Freeman et. al. the 
plurality of inputs of the measuring device across the individual cells in the 
plurality of cells. This is not correct. 

Freeman et. al. disclose in Col. 5, lines 31-56, the fuel cell 90 can be 
a single fuel cell, or a stack of fuel cells or one or more selected cells in the fuel 
cell. It is found that there was a typo error in prior office communication page 3 
paragraphs 4, where it says lines 40-56, instead of lines 40-56 examiner meant 
to refer lines 31-56. 

Finally, as pointed out by the applicant, examiner acknowledged that 
the prior office communication was a response to an amendment filed on March 
10, 2006. 
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Conclusion 



8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Samuel Berhanu whose telephone number is 
571-272-8430. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Karl Easthom can be reached on 571-272-1989. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 




KARL EASTHOM 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



